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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 February 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6® Claim(s) 1.2 and 4-13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1,2, and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. More particularly, applicants have 
incorporated a relationship in lines 12-13 of claim 1 which is believed to find no express 
support anywhere for "tearing strength" of the "tape web" , as just what are the 
parameters of this term remain unclear to the Examiner; i.e. it appears to be vague and 
indefinite. In Markush claims 4,8,9 and 10 there should be an -and — between the last 
two terms, as was previously stated. In two of these claims, 9 and 10 applicants are 
believed improperly trying to substitute "filament" for "slicing means" instead of it being 
but one embodiment thereof, as the specification appears to teach. Claims 1 1 and 12 
lack antecedent basis for the previously used term, "slicing means". 

3. The amendment filed February 3, 2006 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: More particularly, 
in Paragraphs [0016], [0017] [0018] and [0019] of the specification new matter appears 
to have been added in several places, primarily by changing the scope of the disclosure 
whereby "elongated filament" has been added as an equivalent term to "slicing means" 
instead of being just one embodiment thereof, as the original specification clearly 
appears to teach. Thus, Paragraph [0016], lines 3 and 8-9, Paragraph [0017], lines 1, 
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and 2 (two examples), Paragraph [0018], line 4 and [0019], line 5 all appear to contain 
new matter related to the above issue, in the Examiner's opinion. Additionally, the 
earlier commented on relationship, "tensile strength, greater than the tearing strength of 
the tape web" in Paragraph [0017], line 7 also may be new matter, as here also no 
express or inherent support has been pointed out and it is unclear that any exists. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

4. Claims 1,2, and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. More particularly, the previously commented 
on phrase in claim 1 , lines 12-13 "wherein the filament has a tensile strength greater 
than a tearing strength of the tape web" is believed to be new matter, for reasons set 
forth in the preceeding paragraph. 

5. Claims 1,2 and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over either Viker et al or Wong et al , substantially for reasons set forth in Paragraph 
No. 12 of Paper No. 103105, together with the following additional observations. More 
particularly, the Examiner believes that each reference discloses "slicing means" in the 
form of a plurality of cutting knives each having a filament type geometric shape (note, 
e.g. Figure 3 of Viker et al), which when each knife, i.e. filament, is cutting the "tape 
web" of the reference adhesive tapes it is believed to be "affixed" to the tape web 
formation for at least a brief moment, since each of the references cutting techniques 
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wherein a sharp filament slices through the tape web does not appear to be 
substantially different than that applicants employ at the moment of cutting. As to 
applicants' brief comments, the alleged different mechanism of use in Viker et al is both 
not agreed with nor deemed pertinent when the claimed structure is rendered at least 
obvious by the reference. As regards Wong et al applicants' argument appears to be 
that the cutting method of the reference is significantly different from applicants', which 
the Examiner again does not agree with, and he also notes that the disclosed structure 
at the moment of cutting is also believed to be substantially similar to applicants, as the 
cutting knives are in essence "attached' to the tape web as they slice through it. 
6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Zirker whose telephone number is 571-272-1486. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 8:30 to 6:00. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 1478. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel Zirker 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1771 




